Abstract: How can academic publishers support the study of regions and fields that receive comparatively little attention within South Asia-related humanities and social sciences? Approaching this question with regard to Pakistan and Afghanistan opens a series of conceptual questions that are useful beyond these cases. Above all, we contend that support to marginal specialisations, particularly in service of making them less marginal, must involve an openness to the world beyond professional academic life. By this, we first mean an openness to different purposes for knowledge that are related to political and social stakes in countries other than India. Second, we suggest the need for a greater openness to different sources and forms of knowledge than have traditionally been admitted into academic conversation in the global north.
Introduction:
The strength of the historical guild varies from one society to the next. Even in highly complex societies where the weight of the guild is significant, never does the historians' production constitute a closed corpus. Rather, that production interacts not only with the work of other academics, but importantly also with the history produced outside of the universities. 1 How can academic publishers support the study of regions and fields that receive comparatively little attention within South Asia-related humanities and social sciences?
Approaching this question with regard to Pakistan and Afghanistan opens a series of conceptual questions that are useful beyond these cases. Above all, we contend that support to marginal specialisations, particularly in service of making them less marginal, must involve an openness to the world beyond professional academic life. By this, we first mean an openness to different purposes for knowledge that are related to political and social stakes in countries other than India. Second, we suggest the need for a greater openness to different sources and forms of knowledge than have traditionally been admitted into academic conversation in the global north.
Knowledge Production across Geography and Social Domain
Since independence, Indian historiography has been shaped not only by field-internal conversations, but by the political stakes of academics and their milieus; and trends like Subaltern Studies that have been the most influential on the global stage have combined the goal of research with a normative programme. Along with a series of self-reflective debates over the global politics of knowledge, Indian-internal social and political stakes have played increasing roles in defining South Asian studies in Europe and North America since the 1970s. This is a positive development; though from the perspective of many who work in other South Asian contexts, it also seems to have led to an intensification of nation-state-driven insularity. Our conversations are not often part of the conversation. It is harder to imagine nowadays a case like Hamza Alavi's conception of the salariat, stemming from observations of the rise of the Muhajir Qaumi Mahaz: a case in which an analysis generated from within Pakistani political commitments produced field-wide interventions. But, as we argue in the remainder of this section, drawing more explicitly, rather than less, on a plurality of normative programmes could be one way to open the field to a broader plurality of regional and social perspectives.
At its basis, research and publication is for something: to score points within an existing academic publishing paradigm or to engage with others in the academic field; but it also might aim to speak with the state or advise policy institutions, or to be engaged with marginalised regions and existing movements in these areas. Just as state policy-making has produced entire disciplines, other kinds of activism generate innovative questions and research agendas. There already exist debates over the need to broaden scholarly engagement through greater interaction with extra-academic publics, including activist and marginalized publics. Take, for example, the call for a public sociology, prompted after the 2004 presidential address by Michael Burawoy at the American Sociological Association. For Burawoy, public sociology -strikes up a dialogic relation between sociologist and public in which the agenda of each is brought to the table, in which each adjusts to the other.‖ Burawoy argued it was necessary for these -public sociologies‖ to -not be left out in the cold, but brought into the framework of our discipline.‖ In fact, Burawoy saw this institutional legitimation of public sociologies as key not only to addressing the limitations of sociology as a discipline, but as playing a crucial role in reinvigorating the discipline and propelling it towards new horizons. 2 Burawoy is limited in his critique of sociology's limits-he does not question how the sources and forms of knowledge considered legitimate by the academy also determines the dialogic field, inadvertently limiting entrance to those less well-versed in this language-but he has prompted an important debate within sociology. Others have taken this further; Laurence Cox, for example, sees political engagements in movements as -significant knowledge producers and sources of epistemological innovation.‖ The commitment of decolonization theorists to plurality furthers the centrality of marginal territories and peoples, while enhancing the diversity of the field of theorization; this is aided by the fact that many decolonization theorists themselves move between activist, academic, and policy spheres.
Integrating concerns like these into a hybrid activist-academic forum, however, may require academic publishers to rethink their relationship to contributors and their contributions. Can this sort of forum function both for furthering academic debate and for the activism it engages? We think it can, through a reciprocal relationship in which academic publishers and those they engage with co-define questions and answers: the journal publishes innovative and impactful work, while activists gain greater access to more social domains. Some examples of these sorts of initiatives exist, in the practice of ‗militant research' 11 in Cairo, Buenos Aires, New Delhi and New York, for example. But these initiatives typically reflect activist efforts to integrate academic practice, not the reverse. That is why this reciprocity requires more than inviting scholar-activists who are already well-versed in the language and methods of the academy to contribute, and more than including studies of the residents of katchi abadis, for example. It requires an openness to a plurality of knowledge sources (collectives, poets, artists, workers, peasants) and forms (contingent and live speech; also folk songs, poems, art, stories), so as not to preclude those untrained in the forms and methods of dominant academic traditions. It requires allowing contributions in an academic publication that are neither mediated nor translated into academic form. In the next section, we argue that this is especially important in territories where the academy is far from institutionalized.
Inviting ‗marginal' regions into the centre of conversation requires new kinds of conversation.
Forms of Knowledge beyond the Academy
An openness to diversity in subject matter, and especially in interpretive methods and formats of presentation, is vital in supporting work on Pakistan and Afghanistan. If a Pakistani intellectual lineage is to be integrated into wider discussions, those discussions must accommodate the fact that non-academic intellectual production has been a hidden mainstay of the critical academic field in Pakistan, to a greater extent than might be true of other countries. Academic life in Pakistan has historically been circumscribed by many factors, including a domestic authoritarianism related to history as ‗official conjuring,' to adapt Ayesha Jalal's phrase, In an unpublished thesis, Sara Kazmi argues that this cultural production reflected a political and ideological analysis that was part of a larger political project, rather than an essentialist Punjabi ethos. 13 Virinder S. Kalra and Waqas M. Butt, in their contribution to a special issue of this journal on Punjabi radicalism, make a similar argument. In conclusion we might look at Tawakkul with an eye toward future academic publishing. The Afghan situation supplies a potential ‗post-postcolonial' model that reengages society on radically plural terms. For the purposes of this journal's current roundtable, we ask: can academic publishing in Europe and North America engage and strengthen a trend that products like the Tawakkul publication might start, just as academic publishing might engage social and political stakes elsewhere in South Asia that are mediated through more familiar publication structures? The Afghan case raises, unusually clearly, a question important throughout the global south: even if we don't wish to align with specific activist causes, many of us seek to avoid implication by default in promoting the exclusive dominance of forms of knowledge that are tied to specific ongoing international intervention as well as to inherited colonial forms.
Shouldn't there be a forum in which we can invite the input of these and other still-fluid milieus of intellectual life, milieus that result from ongoing negotiations and hierarchies of social interests that are different than those histories of the global north that gave rise to the publication structures that organise academic life today?
In the contemporary world, there are more ways than ever to accommodate such input; and technology can aid in the reciprocity between academic publishing and social life that we find so important. Hybrid print and digital modes of publication mean that we can present articles that are enhanced by participative oral media online, or critical oral media that are enhanced through their articulation to scholarly networks and translators, depending on how one approaches the assemblage. In Pakistan, the Umang collective provides an online interface for a loose interlinked collective of activists, folk intellectuals, and ethnographers, exploring multimedia poetic knowledge as a potential site for a non-teleological horizontal alterpolitics of culture; while the online magazine Tanqeed, of which one of this essay's authors is co-founder, places academics and journalists in multilingual conversation with broader circles of intellectuals who produce knowledge in Urdu and regional languages.
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Innovative scholarship can even stem from user-contributed analysis, citizen journalism, and testimony, as has been the case with the Cairo-based collective Mosireen; or from scholars' attempts to package knowledge in forms that are useful to activists in communities who would not ordinarily access scholarly material, as with the South African History Archive.
Of course, these sorts of projects are not without considerable difficulties, including technological difficulties; ethical issues of protecting contributors, as well as issues involved in actively supporting certain interests and not others; and even issues of rigour. What does peer review look like, in cases where a challenge to hegemonic thinking and acting is itself part of the point? What would, or should, constitute rigour in a situation like the Tawakkul seminar proceedings-a situation in which oral customs of polyglot fluidity, the authority of an individual's live speech, and equal-access anonymous authority to speak in a poetic voice, all meet the fixity of western modes of citation as well as the highly specific modes of poetics, logic, argumentation, and chains of oral and written citation that developed in the Islamicate liberal arts? This may be, in part, the answer to its own question: our approach suggests looking for plural modes of publicness and publishing, intellectual authority and authorship as they develop in their own intellectual fields, even in ones where commitment to processes of antihierarchy is itself a form of authority-in-action. We suspect, in the end, that subjecting our own academic practices to other such modes of self-examination, hybridizing our own modes of citation on a case-by-case basis with those of our interlocutors, can potentially create more, rather than less, rigour, in addition to inclusive plurality.
